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REMARKS 

In the Non-Final Office Action of March 6, 2008, the Examiner has rejected claims 1, 3- 
6, 8, 10-13, 15 and 17-20, and objected to claims 2, 7, 9, 14, 16 and 21. Applicant acknowledges 
and appreciates the Examiner's statement regarding allowability of claims 2, 7, 9, 14, 16 and 21 
if rewritten in independent forms. By the present amendment applicant has amended claims 1-3, 
6, 8-10, 13, 15-17 and 20. After the present amendment, claims 1-21 remain pending in the 
present application. Reconsideration and allowance of outstanding claims 1-21 in view of the 
above amendments and following remarks are requested. 

A. Rejection of Claims 1, 8 and 15 under 35 USC § 103(a) 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 8 and 15, under 35 USC § 103(a), as being 
unpatentable over Veltman (USPN 5,481,543) ("Veltman") in view of Acer (USPN 6,151,359) 
("Acer"). 

The Examiner states that the newly cited reference, Acer, discloses "constraining, by said 
encoder, an initial arrival time of said picture into said pre-decoder buffer/' and "transmitting, by 
said encoder, said picture to said pre-decoder buffer in compliance with said initial arrival time." 
Applicant respectfully disagrees; however, in order to expedite the prosecution of the present 
application, applicant has amended independent claims 1, 8 and 15 to clarify that the constraining 
of the initial arrival time by the encoder is such that the initial arrival time is " no earlier than a 
difference between an encoder processing time of said picture and an encoder processing time of 
a previous picture ." 

Applicant respectfully submits that the present amendment is well supported by the 
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original application, where it is disclosed that: 

The leaky bucket described in the present application can be 
termed a constrained arrival time leaky bucket (CAT-LB), because the 
arrival times of all pictures after the first are constrained to arrive at the 
buffer input no earlier than the difference in hypothetical encoder 
processing times between that picture and the first picture. For example, if 
a second picture is encoded exactly seven (7) seconds after the first picture 
was encoded, then the second picture's bits are guaranteed not to start 
arriving in the buffer prior to seven (7) seconds after the bits of the first 
picture started arriving. It should be noted that this encoding time 
difference is sent in the bitstream as the picture removal delay. (Page 15, 
lines 15-23.) 

With reference to Acer, applicant respectfully submits that Acer does not guarantee that 
the initial arrival time of a picture in the pre-decoder buffer is " no earlier than a difference 
between an encoder processing time of said picture and an encoder processing time of a 
previous picture ." To this end, at col. 2, lines 27-44, Acer discloses that: 

ttirfbrriiu* again in I'Ki. l t in ihu exemplary embnaimuii, 
ilu i:iH:::ck.r buffer 14 :in<i ihe decoder InitTcr IS .id 
virmnl NifiV-r 2.2 The ■ encoder bulV'ur 14 is associated wilh o)> 
encoder buffer delay !),.. and ihc decodor hullc-f l.<S is 
;iN.v>ci3FCil wilh a i Ice-: uicr buffer delay 0< ? - I'-ad* of Ihc 
ijehrys I"), , I),,, rquvs^nls ihc imie rwp.iir^d for dttht k« hi: 
p.r:KVSS*:d ;in:i:or passed ihmugh Ihr cncudv-r buffer 14 ami 
ihc ti'cciciicr buffer IS, rv.spccnvLiy. In ilu; exemplary 
cinh«H?tinLiii. iinrniiuil ilchi y ihr'.>U£h i!k* mmsmissimi 
vliitn.nol l.() i> tisnsidcrcti k> in: ci.*nM«'*nb 

Tho i-.Hu 1 l*ufl'et iioi«iy f.) ;j jsiUnJ he coiisiuaif i'w pi'itpui 
jvpcriiiifin o\' 1 1 io decode! 20. Willi n onsivm": iiisinntrmcous 
lu?;i! h'tittcr iU.tey V) t:j I Ik i:r>o:-i.U:r 12 may l ben provide 
v.-iii:>l>U; r;tu: enc^din^ ilh: iupui dala v,0.h ;m. chi*ijc" 
eikndei hullVi 14 and dea der buffer IS, such thai the 

ilt:C*>doi; NdlYr delay l). ; depend* :>tl il.K- i:ncodi::l hulH:r delay 
IK with IV-4V !*>..>■ Vucrclorc D^D^-H, . 

Therefore, as described in Acer, D/; merely represents the time required for data to be 

processed and/or passed through the encoder buffer 14. However, Acer does not disclose, teach 

or suggest that D/f is in any way constrained to ensure that the initial arrival time of a picture in 

the pre-decoder buffer is " no earlier than a difference between an encoder processing time of 
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said picture and an encoder processing time of a previous picture ." 

Accordingly, applicant respectfully submits that independent claims U 8 and 15 are 
patentably distinguishable over Veltman in view of Acer. 

B. Rejection of Claims 3-6, 10-13 and 17-20 under 35 USC 8 103(a) 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 8 and 15, under 35 USC § 103(a), as being 
unpatentable over Veltman in view of Acer, and further in view of Legall (USPN 5,929,916) 
("Legall"). 

Applicant respectfully submits that claims 3-6, 10-13 and 17-20 depend from claims 1, 8 
and 1 5, respectively, and should also be allowed for the same reasons stated above in conjunction 
with patentability of claims 1, 8 and 15. 
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C. Conclusion 

For all the foregoing reasons, an early Notice of Allowance directed to claims 1-21 is 
respectfully requested. 



FARJAMI & FARJAMI LLP 
26522 La Alameda Ave., Suite 360 
Mission Viejo, California 92691 
Telephone: (949)282-1000 
Facsimile: (949)282-1002 
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^Respectfully Submitted, 
FARJAfvJf > & FARJAMI LLP 




/ Farshad Farjami 
Reg. No. 4 1,0 14 
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